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FOREWORD 

These  code  comparison  studies  are  the  prod- 
uct of  a  cooperative  effort  between  the  States 
and  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Standards.  We  appre- 
ciate each  State's  contribution  which  enabled 
us  to  evaluate  the  requirements  of  that  State's 
safety  codes  and  to  have  our  evaluation  con- 
firmed by  the  appropriate  State  officials. 

We  have  incorporated  with  each  chart  an 
appraisal  of  the  State's  safety  rulemaking  ac- 
tivity to  permit  each  study  to  be  used  inde- 
pendently. When  removed  from  the  booklet  for 
review  by  different  parties  concerned  with 
specific  standards,  each  comparison  is 
complete. 

The  several  safety  standards  committees 
now  actively  reviewing  and  revising  the  stand- 
ards included  in  this  latest  study  will  find 
this  study  very  enlightening. 

We  believe  this  booklet  of  code  comparisons 
will  serve  as  a  useful  means  of  communicating 
information  of  the  national  posture  in  safety 
standards  to  all  the  States  and  to  the  safety 
standards  committees  and  their  sponsors  who 
devote  much  time  and  effort  to  the  develop- 
ment and  promotion  of  national  voluntary  stand- 
ards. We  thank  particularly thoseStateagencies 
and  officials  who  assisted  our  staff  in  making 
these  studies. 
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CODE  COMPARISON  STUDIES 
BACKGROUND 

The  Bureau  of  Labor  Standards'  Code  Com- 
parison Studies  compare  applicable  require- 
ments of  each  State's  safety  laws  and  codes 
with  nationally  recognized  standards  of  the 
United  States  of  America  Standards   Institute. 

Early  in  1950,  the  Bureau  initiated  a  prelim- 
inary study  on  the  degrees  of  conformity  be- 
tween State  safety  codes  and  national  safety 
standards.  This  came  as  a  result  of  the  first 
President's  Conference  on  Industrial  Safety  in 
1949  which  reiterated  the  lack  of  uniformity 
prevalent  in  State  codes. 

In  1958  the  Bureau  began  a  more  compre- 
hensive code  comparison  program  covering  20 
codes;  this  was  completed  in  1964.  At  least 
17  national  safety  standards  used  in  the  com- 
parisons are  in  the  process  of  being  or  have 
been  revised. 

The  purpose  of  this  impact  study,  covering 
six  code  comparisons,  is  to  detail  the  progress 
made  during  the  last  5  to  15  years  in  State 
safety  rulemaking  activity  for  selected  areas 
and  to  show  the  degree  of  uniformity  of  the 
State  safety  codes  with  the  nationally  recog- 
nized safety  standards.  These  six  code  com- 
parison studies  were  started  in  1965  and 
completed  in  1967. 

The  comparison  studies  show  the  degree  of 
conformity  of  the  State  requirements  with 
those  of  the  national  voluntary  standards'  re- 
quirements, also  the  degree  of  uniformity 
among  the  States'  regulations. 
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WOODWORKING  MACHINERY 


In  1951  a  code  comparison  study  was  made 
of  the  applicable  State  safety  regulations  and 
the  then  "American  Standard  Safety  Code  for 
Woodworking  Machinery."  This  study  disclosed 
that  20  States  had  administratively  promulgated 
mandatory  safety  regulations,  and  one  State 
was  using  statutory  provisions  only.  Twenty- 
eight  States  had  no  mandatory  minimum  safety 
regulations  for  woodworking  machinery.  The  de- 
gree of  uniformity  among  State  regulations  for 
worker  protection  in  this  area  was  poor. 

In  1961  another  code  comparison  study  was 
made  of  the  applicable  State  safety  regulations 
and  the  "American  Standard  Safety  Code  for 
Woodworking  Machinery,"  ASA  01.1-1954 
(R1961).  At  this  time,  36  States,  Puerto  Rico, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia  had  administra- 
tively promulgated  minimum  mandatory  safety 
codes,  and  three  States  were  using  statutory 
provisions  only.  Eleven  States  still  did  not 
have  any  safety  requirements  covering  the 
hazards  of  woodworking  machinery,  and  the 
degree  of  uniformity  for  worker  protection  im- 
proved insignificantly. 

The  impact  study  made  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  earlier  studies  now  shows  40  States, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  have 
minimum  safety  requirements  for  woodworking 
machinery.  Of  the  40  States,  three  are  still 
using  statutory  provisions  only.  The  degree  of 
uniformity  for  worker  protection  from  the  haz- 
ards of  woodworking  machinery  has  improved 
slightly. 

In  summary,  over  this  15-year  period,  16 
more  States  have  promulgated  safety  codes  or 
laws  where  before  1951  no  requirements  ex- 
isted. Of  these  16  States,  14  promulgated 
safety  codes  under  authority  delegated  by  the 
State  legislature  to  an  administrative  depart- 
ment. 
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COMPARISON  OF  STATE  SAFETY  CODES  WITH   USAS-WOODWORKING  MACHINERY,   Ol. 1-1954  (R1961) 

GENERAL  NOTES 

On  August  24.  1966,  the  Amencan  StanOards  Association  was  lecon- 
stituted  as  the  United  States  of  America  Standaids  Institute.  Stand- 
ards appioved  as  Amencan  Standards  are  now  designated  USA  Standards. 
There    is   no  change    m  their    index   identiticalion  oi   tectinical   content. 

T^e  charts  in  ttiis  series  are  intended  to  show  a  comparison  of  Stale 
laws  with  applicable  provisions  of  ttte  standards  of  the  United  Stales  of 
America  Standards  Institute.  The  charts  do  not  attempt  to  evaluate  llie 
State  enforcement  procedures  or  to  weigh  the  importance  of  specific  pro- 
visions. The  charts  should  be  considered  only  as  one  of  a  number  of 
means  of  evaluating  the  State  program  for  protection  ol  workers  in  the 
area  covered  by  the  State  law. 

SPECIFIC  NOTES 

The  Department  of  Industrial  Relations  otherwise  recommends  the  Amer- 
ican Standards  Association's  "American  Standatd  Safety  Code  for  Wood- 
working Plants,"  ASA  01  . 


"^One  of  the  applicable  laws  is  restricted  to  logging  and  sawmills. 
The  applicable  law  (or  one  such  law)  is  restricted  to  construction. 

One  of  the  applicable  laws  is  restricted  to  woodworking  plants.  Rule  1 
ot  Ihe  Basic  Safety  Manual  (effective  June  8,  1959)  stales,  in  part,  that 
■fil.ichinery,  tools,  or  Other  devices  not  covered  by  those  codes  (safety 
codes  of  Ihe  State  of  Arkansas)  shall  be  safeguarded  in  accordance 
with  Ihe  applicable  provisions  of  the  'American  Standards  Associa- 
tion Safety  Code  applying  thereto.'  ' 

The  Industrial  Commission  by  Resolution,  dated  May  26,  1959,  con- 
tinued in  effect  certain  codes  ot  the  American  Standards  Association 
that  the  Commission  had  appioved  as  Safely  Codes  on  April  4,  1950. 
Whether    or    not    this    Resolution   has    the    force    of    law    has    not  been 

determined. 

The  Labor  Department  on  August  15,  1961,  adopted  and  issued  as  reg- 
ulations to  apply  in  alt  places  of  employment  with  the  force  and  effect 
of  law,  the  American  Standard  "Safety  Code  for  Woodworking  Machin- 
ery." ASA  01.1-1954  iR196l). 

'Rule  60  of  the  Commissioner  of  Labor,  rade  pursuant  to  Section 
54-122(d)  of  the  Georgia  statute,  states  that  operations  and  equipment, 
not  covered  by  other  rules,  shall  be  governed  by  codes  of  the  American 
Standards  Association. 

^The  Commissioner  of  Labor  stales.  "Section  44-636  and  44-637  of  the 
Kansas  Statutes,  1949.  is  interpreted  by  the  office  of  the  Attorney 
General  lo  provide  authority  to  the  Kansas  Oepartmeni  of  Labor  to  re- 
quire recognized  standaids  for  industrial  safety  and  health.  The  Kansas 
Department  of  Labor  administratively  adopted  ...  all  ASA  Standards 
as  a  minimum  requirement  tot  Industrial  safely  and  health.* 

'The  Department  of  Labor  and  Industry  on  June  1,  1965.  adopted  and 
issued  as  regulations  lo  apply  in  all  places  of  employment  with  the 
force  and  effect  of  law,  Ihe  Amencan  Standard  'Safety  Code  for  Wood- 
working Machinery,"  ASA  01.1-1954  (R1961). 

"^Rule  1  of  General  Rules,  North  Dakota  Industrial  Safety  Code  (adopted 
July  1.  1960).  provides  that  no  machine,  tool,  or  other  device  shall  be 
used  which  does  not  comply  with  the  applicable  safety  code  ol  the 
American  Standards  Association. 

One  of  the  applicable  laws  is  restricted  to  sawmills  and  woodworking 
plants. 
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LAUNDRY  MACHINERY 

The  first  code  comparison  for  laundry  ma- 
chinery and  operations  was  made  in  1962, 
using  the  "American  Standard  Safety  Code  for 
Laundry  Machinery  and  Operations,"  ASA  2.1- 
1961,  and  applicable  State  safety  requirements. 
Thirty  six  States,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  had  administratively  promulgated 
minimum  safety  codes,  and  six  States  were 
using  statutory  provisions  only  for  these  haz- 
ards. The  uniformity  for  worker  protection  was 
poor  for  laundry  machinery  and  operation 
hazards. 

The  Impact  study  indicated  that  there  had 
been  only  a  slight  improvement  in  the  States' 
safety  rulemaking  efforts  for  laundry  machinery 
and  operations.  Eight  States  still  did  not  have 
laws  or  codes  requiring  some  typfe  of  safety 
measures  for  laundry  machinery  and  operations. 
Little  improvement  in  the  degree  of  uniformity 
for  worker  protection  has  been  achieved. 


GENERAL  NOTES 

On  August  24,  1966.  the  Ametican  Standaids  Ajsocialion  was  reconstituted  as  the  United 
States  ot  Ame'iica  Standaids  Institute.  Standaids  approved  as  American  Standards  are  now 
designated  USA  Standards.     There  is  no  change  in  their  index  identification  or  technical 

content. 

The  charts  in  this  series  are  intended  to  show  a  comparison  of  State  laws  with  applicable 
provisions  ot  the  standards  ol  the  United  States  of  America  Standards  Institute.  The 
charts  do  not  attempt  to  evaluate  the  Slate  entorcement  procedures  or  to  weigh  the  impo'- 
lance  of  specific  provisions.  The  ctiaits  should  be  considered  only  as  one  of  a  number 
of  means  of  evaluating  the  State  program  for  protection  of  workers  in  the  area  covered 
by  the  State  law. 


SPECIFIC  NOTES 

'  The  Department  of  Industrial  Relations  otherwise  lecommends  the  American  Standards 
Assocration's    'Ametican  Standard  Safety  Code  for  Laundry  t^achineiy  and  Operations." 

^Rule  1  ot  the  Basrc  Safety  Manual  (effective  June  fl,  1959)  states,  in  part,  that  "Machin- 
ery, tools,  or  other  devices  not  covered  by  tliose  codes  isately  codes  of  the  Stale  ot 
Arkansas)  shall  be  safeguarded  In  accordance  with  the  applicable  provrsions  of  the 
'American  Standards  Association  Safety  Code  applying  Ihereto.'  " 

^Rute  60  of  [he  Commissioner  of  Labor,  made  pursuant  to  Section  S4-122|d)  of  the  Georgia 
Statute,  slates  that  operations  and  equipment,  not  covered  by  other  rules,  shall  be  gov- 
erned by  codes  ol  the  American  Standards  Association. 

''The  Commissioner  ol  Labor  states  "Section  44-636  and  44-637  of  the  Kansas  Statutes, 
1949,  IS  interpreted  by  the  office  ot  the  Attorney  General  to  provide  authority  to  the  Kan- 
sas Department  of  Labor  to  require  recognized  standards  for  industrial  safety  and  health. 
The  Kansas  Department  of  Labor  administratively  adopted  ...  all  ASA  Standards  as  a 
minimum  requirement  for  industrial  safety  and  health." 

^The  Department  of  Labor  and  Industry  on  June  1,  1965  adopted  and  issued  as  regulations 
to  apply  in  all  places  of  employment  with  the  force  and  ellect  ol  law.  the  American  Stand- 
aid  "Safety  Code  for  Laundry  Machinery  and  Operations,"  ASA  Z8. 1-1961. 

^The  scope  of  the  Regulation  titled  "Regulation;  Sanitation  and  Safety  ol  Industrial  Es- 
tablishments," promulgated  by  the  Mississippi  Boaid  of  Health,  effective  June  23.  1954. 
states  that  ".  .  .  the  responsibilities  lor  compliance  with  the  provisions  ol  these  regula- 
tions shall  rest  with  the  owner,  superintendent  or  manager.' 

^Rule  1  ol  General  Rules,  North  Dakota  General  Salety  Code  {adopted  July  1,  1960).pro- 
vides  that  no  machine,  tool,  or  other  device  shall  be  used  whrch  does  not  comply  with 
the  applicable  salety  code  of  the  American  Standards  Assocration. 


•iOURCE      United  States  ol  America  Standard  Salety  Code  (or  LAUNDRY  MACHINERY  AND  OPERATIONS.  USAS 
LEGEND 
^^    Some  Ol  or  iimilor  lo  ilondofd 
^!^    More  (•iir>cliv«  thon  iiandord 
t*,^    lot  reitntlive  than  ttondord 
[      I    No  iiotui*  «r  cod* 


Z8. 1-1961,  and  corresponding  provisions  ol  available  State  laws    (statutory  and  admmistiativei. 


U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

WAGE  AND  LABOR  STANDARDS  ADMINISTRATION 
SEPTEMBER  1966 


STATUTE— Bo».t  low  anocted  by 
Stol*  Ugillotion 

CODE  —  Pfoviiion*.  promulgotBd  by 
o  Slot*  odmirtiitrolive  agency. 
having  Iha  lorca  and  ef^ecr  of  Icrw 


COMPARISON   OF   STATE   SAFETY   CODES  WITH  USAS-WINDOW   CLEANING,   A39.1-1959 


WINDOW  CLEANING 

The  initial  code  comparison  study  between 
|Bthe  "American  Safety  Code  for  Window  Clean- 
sing, "  ASA  A39.1  -igs^and  the  applicable  State 
safety  regulations  was  made  in  1963.  At  that 
time  24  States,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  had  mandatory  safety  codes  for  win- 
dow cleaning,  and  only  two  States  were  still 
using  statutory  provisions.  This  left  24  States 
which  had  no  minimum  mandatory  safety  re- 
quirements for  the  hazards  of  window  cleaning. 
The  uniformity  for  worker  protection  under  the 
laws  of  the  States  was  poor. 

•  The  impact  study  shows  a  small  improve- 
ment. Now  23  States  lack  some  type  of  safety 
requirement  for  window  cleaning.  There  is  ap- 
preciable change  in  the  degree  of  uniformity 
for  worker  protection. 
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GENERAL  NOTES 
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Kanias  Slatulai,  1949.  ii  miaiD'atad  by  tha  oOica  of  the  Altoinoy  Oan- 
eral  to  piovide  aullioiily  (o  fie  Kama*  Oapaiiment  o'  Labor  lo  itquire 
recognliad  itandaidi  For  Induidial  aalaly  and  fieallfi.  The  Kantas  Of- 
paitment  ol  Laboi  adminiiitadvely  adopted  ...  all  ASA  Standard*  at  « 
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MECHANICAL  POWER-TRANSMISSION 
APPARATUS 

The  first  study  of  this  area  covered  by  the 
"American  Standard  Safety  Code  for  Mechanical 
Power— Transmission  Apparatus,"  ASA  B15.1- 
1958,  and  the  applicable  State  safety  regula- 
tions was  completed  in  1960.  This  study  showed 
'31  States,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia had  mandatory  minimum  safety  codes, 
and  10  States  were  using  statutory  provisions 
only  to  cover  the  hazards  of  this  equipment. 
The  degree  of  uniformity  for  worker  protection 
among  the  States  was  fair,  however  10  States 
had  no  mandatory  minimum  safety  requirements 
for  these  hazards. 

The  impact  study  showed  no  change  in  the 
number  of  States  with  some  type  of  minimum 
mandatory  safety  requirements  for  protection 
against  the  hazards  of  mechanical  power  trans- 
mission apparatus.  There  was  a  slight  improve- 
ment in  the  degree  of  uniformity  for  worker 
protection  among  the  State  requirements. 
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TEXTILE  SAFETY 

The  first  textile  code  comparison  study  was 
made  in  1962.  At  that  time  37  States,  Puerto 
Rico,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  had  admin- 
istratively promulgated  safety  regulations,  and 
eight  States  were  still  using  statutory  provi- 
sions only  for  the  textile  industry.  The  degree 
of  uniformity  for  worker  protection  under  the 
States'   requirements  was  almost  nonexistent. 

The  impact  study  showed  almost  no  change 
in  this  area  over  the  5-year  period  with  only 
one  State  making  any  changes  to  its  rules  dur- 
ing this  time. 
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GENERAL  NOTES 

On  August  2».  1966.  Ifie  Araer-can  Slandaids  Associalion  was  leconslituted  as  Ihe 
Uniled  States  ot  Ametrca  Slandards  Instilote.      Standards  approved  as  Amencan 
Slandaids  ate  now  deiignated  USA  Slandaids.    Theie  is  no  cn.mge  in  their  index 
identiltcalton  or  technical  conteni. 

i              The  charts  in  iftis  seiies  ate  intended  to  show  a  compaiison  ol  Slate  taws  with  ap- 
plicable piovis'ons  ot  the  standa<ds  ot  the  United  States  or  Ameiica  Slatidatds  In- 
stitute,    The  chatls  do  not  attempt  to  evaluate  the  Slate  enlorcetnenl  ptocedutes  or 
to  weigh  the  impotlaiice  ot  specitic  piovisions.     The  ctiails  should  be  considered 
only  as  one  ol  a  tiumbei  Ot  means  o'  evaluating  the  Slate  piogtam  lor  pioteclion  or 
workeis  rn  the  atea  coveied  by  the  State  law. 

SPECIFIC  NOTES 

'  The  Oepailtnent  or  Industtial  Relalions  otherwise  tecominends  the  Amen- 
can  Standards  Assoc.at.on's  'Tenlile  Safety  Code.'  ASA  LI. 

^Rule    1   of  the   Basic   Sarety  Manual  (etrective  June  8,   1959i  slates,  iti 
patt,  that  •Machinery,  tools,  at  olhet  devices  not  coveied  Dy  those  codes 
(safety  codes  or  the  Stale  of  Atkansasi  shall  be  safeguatded  m  accotd- 
ance   with   the   applicable   ptovisions   of  the   'Ametican  Slandatds  Asso- 
ciation's Safely  Code  applying  Iheieto.*  * 

^Rule  60  ol  the  Commissioner  ol  Laboi.made  pursuant  lo  Section  S4-122(dl 
ol  the  Georgia  statute,  stales  that  opeialions  and  equipment,  not  coveied 
;                    by   other   lules,   shall  be  governed  by  codes  of  the  American  Standaidi 
^                    Association. 

^The  Commissioner  of  Laboi  states:  "Sections  4<-636  and  44-637  of  the 
Kansas  Statutes,  1949,  is  mlerpieted  by  the  office  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral   to  provide   aiithonly  to  the   Kansas   OepailmenI  of  Labor    to  require 

r  recognized  s'andaids  for  industrial  safety  and  health.  The  Kansas  Oe- 
paMment  of  Labor  jdmmistralively  adopted  ...  all  ASA  Standards  as  a 

■^                       minimum  requirement  lor  industrial  safely  and  heaim,* 

^                  ^The  Industrial  Safely  Boaid  adopted  by  teferonce  lelfeclive  June  4.  19591 
;                     the   American  Standards  Association's   "Textile  Safely  Code,*  ASA  LI 
,                     lor  use  as  a  guide  lo  a  minimum  otacceotablepiaciice  foi  eveiy  ttenlucky 

~^                    employe',  safety  engineer,  and  safety  mspecloi. 

■"                  ^The  Department  of  Labor  and  Industry  on  June  1,  196S    adopted  and  is- 
,'                    sued  as  regulations  lo  apply  in  all  places  of  employment  with  the  foice 
,                     and  efrect  of  law    ihe  Ameiican  Standard  'Texlile  Safety  Code"  ASA  LI- 
»                     1956. 

^The  Scope  of  the  Regulation  titled  'Regulation      Sanitation  and  Safety 

ol   Industrial   establishments,*  promulgated  by  the  Mississrppi   Boardof 

\                     Health,  eftective  June  23.   19Sa,  stales  thai  '      .  .  Ihe  responsibilities 

■  lor   compliance  with  the  piovisions  ol  these  legulations  shall  rest  with 

■  the  owner,  supeimtendenl  or  managei.' 

■  ^Rule    1   of  General   Rules,  North   Dakota  Ceneial  Safety  Code  (adopted 
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1    ABRASIVE  WHEELS 

f           The  first  code  comparison  study  for  abra- 
sive wheels,  using  the  then  current  "American 
Standard  Safety  Code  for  the  Use,  Care,  and 
Protection    of   Abrasive   Wheels,"    ASA   B7.1- 
1947,  and  the  applicable  State  safety  laws  and 
codes  was  completed  in  1953.  At  that  time,  20 
States  had  administratively  promulgated  safety 
codes  and  .one  State  used  only  statutory  provi- 
sions  to  cover  these  hazards.   Twenty-seven 
States   had  no  mandatory  safety  requirements 
for  abrasive  wheels.  Little,  if  any,  uniformity 
was    found   for   worker   protection    among  the 
State  requirements. 

In  1961  the  second  study  was  made,  using 
the  1956  revision  of  the  abrasive  wheel  safety 
standard.  Thirty-one  States  now  had  adminis- 
tratively promulgated  minimum  mandatory  safety 
codes,   and   five  States  were   using  statutory 
provisions  only  to  cover  abrasive  wheel  haz- 
ards.  Fourteen  States  still  did  not  have  any 
mandatory    minimum    safety    requirements    for 
abrasive  wheels.  The  degree  of  uniformity  of 
worker  protection  improved  slightly. 

The  impact  study  which  is  the  culmination 
r    of  these  particular  studies  shows  some  further 
■-•  improvement  in  State  safety  requirements.  The 
impact  study  used  the  latest  revision  of  the 
abrasive  wheel    safety   standard   (USAS  B7,1- 
»     1964)  as  a  basis  for  this  comparison.  Thirty- 
k    two  States  now  have  administratively  promul- 
gated minimum  mandatory  safety  code  require- 
ments; and  one  State  is  still  using  statutory 
provisions.    The  advisory   exhaust  ventilation 
provisions  in  the  standard  was  not  included  in 
this  evaluation.  With  the  exclusion  of  these 
provisions,  there  are  now  17  States  and  Puerto 
_     Rico  that  have  no  mandatory  minimum  require- 
■   ments  for  abrasive  wheel  hazards. 

In  summary,  over  this  period  of  14  years, 
an  increase  of  12  States  now  administratively 
promulgate  minimum  safety  codes  for  abrasive 
wheel  hazards  which  did  not  do  so  before  1953. 
In  this  time,  the  degree  of  uniformity  for  worker 
protection  among  the  various  State  safety  re- 
quirements has   improved  very  little  for  abra- 
sive wheel  hazards. 
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GENERAL  NOTES 

On  AugusI  71.  1966.  Ihe  AmencDK  Slandardt  Ajtooalion  w»  iccor- 
^liliyled  i%  me  United  SUtei  ol  America  Slandaidt  Inililule.    Stand- 
ards appnived  as  American  Slarxlaras  si?  ncrw  dtiiEnaled  USA  SUridJids. 
There  IS  no  change  in  (hen  indei  idenlificalion  or  technical  content. 

The  c^s(ts  in  tftis  series  are  mlenOefl  to  itiow  a  compaiism  ol  Stale 
laws  vrith  aoplicacie  ciovisions  ol  tlie  siaidards  d<  (he  UnileA  Stales 
ol  America  Standards  Institute    The  UiaMs  do  nol  attempt  to  evaluate 
the  Stale  enlorcemenl  ptocedur*;  or  lo  «eiiP  the  importance  ot  soecilic 
piovisions.    The  Charls  should  be  considered  only  as  one  of  a  numtiti 
ol  i^eans  o(  evaluating  Ihe  State  proi'am  tor  protection  ol  <KO')ie«  iri 
llie  area  coveied  h»  l(te  Slate  law 

SPECIFIC  NOTES 

'  The  apolicatilB  law  (01  one  such  tawl  is  leslricled  to  consliuclion. 

'Rule  1  ol  (he  Basic  Satety  lAlirual  (eltective  June  8,  IM9)  states,  in  y^tX.  thai  'Hachinery. 
tools,  or  other  devices  not  coveied  By  those  codes  (safety  codes  ol  the  Stale  ot  Arkansas) 
shall  be  satepraided  in  accordance  with  the  applicable  u'ovisjons  ol  Ihe  'ftrencan  Stand- 
ards AssiKiation  Safety  Code  apolying  thereto  '  '  This  rule  >s  mlerpieted  bythe  Commis- 
sioner at  Labor  as  applying  to  the  latest  USASI  slandard. 

'The  tndustiijl  Commission  by  Resotulion,  dated  May  26,  19S8,  contwed  in  effect  cei  lain 

Cudes  on  April  <,  19S0,  Whether  01  not  (his  Besolulion  has  Ihe  foiee  of  law  has  nol  Seen 
deleiin'ied. 

'Rufe  60  ol  the  Commissi  oner  of  Labor,  made  curtuarit  to  Section  S4-I?2(d)  of  the  Georgia 
statute,  states  Ihal  operations  and  equ'pmenl.  nol  covered  by  Other  rules.  Shall  be  governed 
by  codes  ot  Ihe  American  Standards  Association.   II  is  ihteipieled  bir  the  Commissioner  ol 
Labor  as  applying  lo  the  latest  USASI  standard. 

*  The  CommiSSionef  Ot  Latw  states     -Section  «.636  and  flMJ?  ol  the  Kansas  Slahjtes, 
1 M9, 15  interpreted  bv  the  otltce  of  Ihe  Attorney  General  tti  provide  aulhouty  to  the  Kansas 
Department  ol  Utoi  to  require  recoEniied  standards  lor  industrial  safely  and  health.  The 
Kansas  Department  ol  Labor  administratively  adopted           ,    this   ASA  Slandaidasa 
minimum  leguiiement  loi  mduslrial  salety  and  health." 

*The  OepartmenI  ol  Labw  and  Industiy  on  June  1,  )96S  sdopteu  ano  issued  as  regul»lions 
to  apply  >n  all  places  ol  employment  wilh  Ihe  loice  and  ellecl  of  law  Ihe  United 
Slates  Standard  'Safety  Cede  lor  The  Use,  Care  and  Prateclion  ol  ACtasive  Wheels,' 
USAS  97  1-1964. 

'Rule  1  ot  General  Rules,  Norlh  Dakota  General  Salely  Code  (adaptei)  July  1,  196DI 
Oiovides  that  no  ihachme.  tool.  01  other  device  shall  be  used  which  does  nol  comply  with 
with  the  applicable  safety  code  ol  the  American  Slandaids  Association, 

*The  Depaitmsnt  ol  Labor  and  Induslrv  on  July  U,  196$  adopted  hni  issued  as  regula- 
tions with  the  loice  and  ellecl  of  law  Ihe  'Umted  Stales  ol  Ancnca  Standard  Salety  Code 
lor  the  Use,  Ca/e  and  ProlBChonolACicasive  Wheels,' USAS  67  1-I96«, 

'The  Minimum  Wage  and  Induslrial  Salely  Board  uiei  approved  United  States  ot  America 
Slandaids  Inslilule's  salelv  codes  as  guides  lo  correct  ha;jrds  and  hazardous  conditions 
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